
POLL TAX 


political wort of this kind will 
Uaw that rack afforta are 
•tally mat with indifference 
aad scepticism. Bat oa this 


aad to regard pay meat or aoa- 
paymeat of tka poO-tas as aa 
Irrelevance. Aa oaa writer pot 
It la tka SMP'u lataraal 
bulletin "there's nothing loft 
la tka poll-tai for aa" (IffM 
ao. S). Ghroa tka acala aad 


eventually re-instructed to pat 
back la to community cam- 
palgaa. Unsurprisingly many 
membara of tka SWF, aa tkeir 
lataraal bulletin rereala, ware 


already being kicked around In 
the Tory "think-tanka 1 ' (you 
may be able to think of a 
better name) auch at the 
Adam Smith Institute. Income 
tai could then be set at a 
very low level or abollahed 
altogether, and be replaced by 
indirect taiei (of which VAT 
la a current example) levied 
on the goods and commodities 
bought in the shops. Everyone 
would then pay the same (Just 
as everyone pays the same tax 
on a pint of beer no matter 
how much money they have in 
their pocket) and, the Tories 
will say, they have the 
"freedom" to choose whether 
or not they pay the tax at all. 
Just as people now have the 
"freedom" to buy a Rolls 
Royce or stay at the Rlts. 
What could be fairer. Already 
we are halfway towards that 
situation due to the tax allow¬ 
ances, tax perks, and tax loop¬ 
holes made available to those 
with lots of money and a good 
accountant. Remember Lord 
Vesty who paid CIO tax on an 
annual Income of CIO million? 
Total government revenue 
would h- massively reduced 
since It would be economically 
Impossible to raise the amount 
that Income taxes now provide 
by such means, so that huge 
cuts would have to be made In 
state services and provislona. 
Once such a system had been 
Introduced, the next logical 
step would be to make all 
goods and services (such as 
education and health care) 
available only to those who 
could pay, and dismantle what 
remains of the welfare state 
after 10 years of Tory rule. It 
would be a rich man's heaven. 
And a nightmare for the rest 
of us. 


soa-paymaet witkoat seeking 

galea for Itself. Me therefore 
urge all aMiebers of Rod 
Actios to net stack la to tkeir 
local campaigns, aad If eoe- 
184 ry, Initiate tka organisation 
the oi solves. Cooimlttmeat aad 
experience are vital to a long¬ 
term campaign sack as tka 
pro toot against the Poll Tax 
entails. Me therefore ergo all 
members aad supporters to 
adopt the follow lag tactics: 

• Delay registering for the 
tax for aa long as poesfcle - If 
yoa are not a householder then 
It auy be peaafcls to avoid 
registration entirely. CM fines 


la April last year. a yoa think will bappaaT The All 
apectocalsr campaign of mam Britain federation of Anti-Poll 
aoe-paymeat aad geeeral ob- Tax Unions estimates tkat 
rtrectioa baa kicked the entire non-payment will rise to M or 
g. gfa- |||o toack. la Glasgow MV This means tkat la 
1 la S people have bad Scotland, THE POLL TAX HAS 
warrants Issued to tkam for ALREADY BREN DEFEATED, 
noa- payment. None of these Mlth this example, the fight 
has bees executed (would yoa against the imposition of the 
want to bo a bailiff entering a PoU Tax la England aad Mains 
| vor tlag class housing aetata ia can become the hammer with 
Glasgow to anise tka furniture which to smash tka Tory 


A group of people la Hatfield, 
including Red Actios sepp- 
ortors, have formed a local 
branch of the Anti-Poll Tnx 
Federation. Branches exist ia 
all major towns throegbout the 
county, and are linked by 
delegates to a county-wide 
committee which Is la tarn a 
member of the National 
Federation. The purpose of 
each Union within the fed¬ 
eration ia the organisetioa of a 
campaign of MASS NON¬ 
PAYMENT. At the time of 
writing, la early Marck.tke 
Hatfield APTU has net ap a 
stall aad collected signatures 
la the town centra for the 
past four weeks: amend 7M 


a mean campaign of aoa- 
registration being as ab¬ 
stractive aa you can short of 
being flood la probably the 
boot tactic. 

* Help overload the 

administrative machinery by 
claiming a rebate If you are 
remotely eligible - seed all 
the time-wasting queries that 
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EITHER WELFARE OR WARFARE 


A theme common to aU commentarlas on the imiU of INI 
**••• that capitalism has booa vindicated 
aod Marxism "disproved*. la this actually tho case? 

la (he first placn "capitalism* la tho sons# that Nan analysed 
It. tad la tho sooae in which It appears In tho Ideologies of 
“ Bk o"t of sight during tho S roat slump of tho 
***** ** T,r toaorfacod. Trade union structures and 

.• elaborate tyatoms of welfare hava booa oitractod by working 
elaaa. action which work In direct ooatradfctioa to tho 
unfettered capitalism of which Marx wrote - no "capitalist* 
system would remain stable today without them. Moreover, 
there la no major economy in the world today which does not 
Incorporate both elaborate centralised financial mechanisms 
which are designed to raa precisely counter to the celebrated 
"market forces", and a huge "state capitalist" sector - 
primarily composed of a state feadod arms Industry. The 
current US defesoe budget runs at 1212 billion tad Is part of 
a total fedsral budget of over 11,2000 billion - larger thao the 
entire economy of Moat Germany which is the fourth largest In 
the world. As was predicted In the last issue of led Actioo, 
furious debates are being coeducted in the West as to the 
future of these "arms economies". Thatoher and her cronies 
are pushing the patently absurd lias that the threat from the 
Bast is greater than ever, while even senior military chiefs, 
such as former NATO chief Field Marshall Carver have 
admitted that defence forces oos third of their present sise 
are perfectly adequate to contain any feture military threats. 
What Thatcbar quite rightly fears is that if defence spending is 
cut to levels objectively demanded by the world attention, (l.e. 
by a lot) then whole sections of British Industry. (British 
Aeroepooe, Ferranti, Marconi, Vickers, etc. etc.) will be wiped 
out, leading to much higher levels of unemployment. The 
Labour party, whose conversion to "market forces" has been 
recently announced, has knpt quiet for the same reason. It too 
knows that without Immense state expenditure on arms, market 
forces left to themselves would allow the enormous resources 
that they currently employ to simply rot - Including the 
members of defence unions who sponsor Labour MPa. Within the 
confines of the economic situation as defined by contemporary 
capitalism, there are no opportunities for private Investment to 
employ them at a sufficient rate of profit. In America too, 

President Bush hat been obliged to announce a cut la troop 
numbers in Burope (not even he can see any feasible role for 
them), bat has simultaneously snnounced that spending on the 
scientifically discredited "Star Wars* programme will increasel 
The reason for this appsrent paradox Is not difficult to 
discern. Stationing troops In Burope does not inject capital Into 
american industries and does not therefore provide Macdonald- 
Douglas, Boeing etc with the vast guaranteed profits that they 
are used to receiving. Cut arms expenditure (even if the 

weapons systems It produces are known to be completely 
useless) and the economy heads straight for a massive 

recession. So spending has to maintained even when Its 

rationale has become more ludicrous than ever. 

»1 l> !» **— that whan bourgeois pundits allege that the 
planned economies of the Stalinist ers and their current 

h,f# f !! h,d ' Ul,y ar * owlook ‘ n « the fact that the 
centralised state direction of tho economy, both In Russia and 

SZLiTTVnPS1 ,a " da ' M00om,a ' ,n »° •“o-oik 

? f lh# 20,h Respite the Immense devest- 

tehlinLi! ,V r * I" - iuM,M ,p,Cfl P f °rthe moot 
technically sophisticated area of all modern production, is 

actually ahead of the Americanl The Russian economy is still 
much larger than the capitalist "miracle" represented by Japan. 

It Is also a stubborn fact that so-called "capitalist" economies 
have achieved their most impressive rates of growth during 
times of war La. when state direction of the economy replaced 
the magic of market forces. This Is particularly well Illustrated 
by the history of the US during WW 11 which went Into the 
wsr In the grip of a recession that capitalism was totally 
unable to resolve, and which emerged as the dominant economy 
of the poet war world. Highly centralised state directed 
economies hsve then, been enormously successful In providing 
the industrlsl base of modern production. It may be the case 
that they fall to cope with the demands of modern diversified 
consumer production. This however this Is not the fault of 
planned or socialised economies as such, but only of 
undemocratic centralisation. 

It 1s again highly significant that when bourgeois economists 
point to the successes of capitalism, they refer only to the 
dominant economies of the Europe and Japan. Yet capitalism 
has existad In moat parts of Asia, Africa and South America 
for far longer than the communist regimes in Europe. So why 
Isn't the extreme poverty, Inequalities of wealth, low or 
negative growth and general economic incompetence of these 
countries cited as positlva proof that cepltaliaai doesn't work? 
For they are Just as much a part of the capitalist system at 
America, inflation in Argentina at the moment la running at 
4,Q00\; In Peru at 3,000\; In Brasil, the wonder economy of 
the continent, at 1,SOO\. Growth In the economies of Latin 

America is falling at a rate of 1\ a year. The Third world at 

a whole owes 11.32 trillion to the economies of the First 
World. These are the countries which supply the raw materials 
and commodities tb the wealthy economies of the West. 

Without them the economies of the dominant countries of the 
world would Immediately collapse. In effect they are providing 
huge subsidies to these richer nations which can only be 
extracted due to the Flrat World's vast superiority In 

financial and military resources. It isn't the case that the 

BRAZILIAN COLD MINE _- 

It isn't the cnee that developing economies are not capitalist 
enough but It is rather that their remalnii« poor is essential 
to the wealth of the 'advanced economies'. I 





poowr parts of the capitalist world are not capitalist enough 
! *_*. *? *!!— the bourgeois economists who call «iem 
d eveloping economies. It Is rather that their romaislag poor 
k •*•**■• *« ‘ha wealth of tho "sdvaaeod" economies. Thev 

EEftEl? STVZ *! ,r pro 2'* Ct * ,r# tor « rates I Vt 

i V markaU moD °Pollaed and controlled 

by the dominant sections of the capitalist world. The 

population of tho US ooasumaa oea third of all available world 
1MB o. the planet wore to e.J^T. um. 
Ilflag standards as the average American there would have to 
Vf* *010* tk# Qooatlty of raw materials. La. metals 

oil, wood, rubber etc etc thao actually does exist walm 
capitalism Is Judged as the global system that it to in reality. 

wasteful !* T" Motive, crisis-ridden and 

wasteful - exactly as Marx claimed it was. 

What then can be expected la the case of the economies of 
Russia a ad Eastern Europe if they are opened to the capitalist 
"freedoms" of the West? The moat obvious model to that of 
the Latin American economies where under the management of 
tho IMF and the World Bank Investments from the wealthiest 
capitalist countries export profit through the creation of a 
small, wealthy middle class who control a heavily exploited 
working class aarnlng barely enough to keep alive. Already the 
IMF aad the central baaklag systems are demanding that 
industries In former communist states should be "rationalised* 
which means that they sack tho people who work In them - 


ooe estimate puts tho number of unemployed la a privatised 
economy la Poland at one la three of the population. AU 
welfare provisions that currently exist are to be abolished 
under this acbeme; subsidised bousing and food must be phased 
out together with free health care. Huge InequaUtiea of wealth 
are to be created, with oaly the professional middle class and 
the new ruling class that collaborates with the capitalists and 
politicians or the West profiting. Those of the working class 
who keep their Jobs will have to work harder to keep what 
they have (for where alee are the new profits to come from?) 
aad those without Jobs wiU have to scavaage In order to live 
la poverty and squalor as millions do throughout the capitalist 
economies of South America, Africa and Asia, it to expected 
that few illusions about the superiority of the capitalist system 
will survive the experience. 

Finally, It is the Marxist analysis of historical progress - the 
sudden overthrow of apparently stable ruling classes by the 
mass of the population - that has been vindicated by the 
events la Eastern Europe. The liberal model of gradual, 
reformtot and peaceful progress guided by the ruling classes 
Ihfllives has been shattered. Our own ruling classes know 
* orcaa dismember communist party 

dictatorships la the Eastern Bloc are equally capable of 
dismantling state and capitalist exploitation in the West. 
Contrary to the interpretation touted by baoks lo the western 
media, the eveats of INI must be seen si adding a massive 
impetus to the socialist cause. 


IT'S A FAIRCOPGUV! 




n Red Action issue no 49, an article appeared on the 
Lockerbie bombing of PanAm flight 103 on December 21st 
1988. It was put by R.A. that the conclusions made by 
the politicians and medlu of the western world at the time 
were based on naive and ignorant assessments of the avail- 
[ able facts, for as we pointed out at the time, *h»t would 
the arab world have to gain from the bombing of a civilian 
airliner and In whose Interest would it be to discredit 
them. The reader was left todraw his own conclusions, 
however more recent events have shown this conspiracy, 
to blame the Palestinians Is becoming overwhelmingly 
fviwnts 

JJ 0 ®S e T k#r of ,ast y* ar ‘he sentence of Mohammoud 
Abu Taleb in a Swedish court for convictions on various 
bombing charges (not that of fight 103) has once again 
confirmed the west's belief that the patelstlnian connection 
existed all along and that Investigations by Scottish police 
have conclusively linked the Palestinians with the Lockerbie 
bombing. However If one is to I<k* at these conclusive 
(acts, one gets a very distinct feeling of, dare one sav 
It. a flt-up. perhaps It is Just a little bit too neat and 
tidy to be credible. 

Thej)oll«- say that the Lockerbie bombing was master¬ 
minded by one Ahmed jlbrll a member of the Popular 

TpfTp rrt * h iL Uber,tkm of p *»«*tlne (General Command) 
(PFLP-GC). He was regarded by the police as a very dan- 

1 p ? fe ‘** on#l oper-tw. It Is believed that he 
and Abu Taleb were connected and were co-conspirators 
In the Lockerbie bombing le jlbrll the organiser and Taleb 
the perpetrator. 

It turns out the reasons for these assumptions are that 
Jlbrllt PFLP and Talebs, Palestinian Popular Struggle Front 
(P.P.S.F) had respective 'safehouses' m Germany and 
Sweden. These houses were used to smuggle friends and 


family of Jlbrll into Sweden to live. Basically they were 
In the act of transporting illegal Immigrants from one 
country to another. All this was done under the watchful 
eye of German and Swedish police surveillance on both 
houses. And most Importantly of all this high profile actlv 
Ity was being carried out whilst they were In the supposed 
T t ro U l. OU *.«! nd . h '* hly a * cre,,ve Planning of the bombing 
1 muM ** “ ,d ,hu doe * "°t exactly seem 
the high profile, attraction seeking activities that such 
an experienced and efficient organisation would be indulclni 
In at such a time. 

Even more astounding was the fact that when these 'safe- 
houses were eventually raided at the end of October 1988 
police discovered a Semtex bomb hidden inside a Toshiba 
radio-cassette, what Is ao remarkable is the fact that a 

,d ! nl ^!Lr ad 'r aw,tp of ,he *•«" was 

oIT* m?.h h ^-« L °? erb e bomb,n * *° me •«« »«ks later. 
I n ' ght “ y 1,8 a,moa ‘ uncanny, others might say who 

I ZaLT\ » *> "Ovlous. However "the* 

1 amazing co-incidences do not end there. 

I wai W sn^| P hl^. r ‘ ,d !L ln (>rm,ny and Sww * n *but Taleb 
I was still at liberty, however he was placed under Dollce 

I ? ° n Novrmber lu * “ wouM have seemed^per- 

kap * l ° ,hU h '* hly ,ra,n<,d und ver F »"ck <*er!!Tor 

^ , .^n 8 f,yl t Wa * Ch “ a " d * - P~«*. 

puTcRwed various items, an old jacket. 2 pairs of Housers 
dlfferem sixes. ^ alao bough ‘ a of blue cotton 

babygrow and an umbrella. The owner clearly remembered 
the customer (who wouldn't). |, would hardly ^m «^ 
ST.? ■ r ' ry,n « « to * "0t.cS AnTE is 

Pan° Am* flirt! *^n*T i!"! **"* found ,n wreckage of 
ciS aT 1? and proVPd ‘° from the same sult- 
cuae as the radio-cassette bomb. Of course all of Items 

of clothing still had II of their distinctive labels on them 
making them easily traceable to the btitlqui ^ 5 

mo 5 > .S Kher P,eCe ° f ,hC J ‘* MW fa "" * ---me:!!; 

Perhaps the final 'Icing rm the cake' In this sequence of 
events Is that when police eventually raided Abu Talebs 
flat they found a calendar on the wall, und amaxingly 
enough the date of December 21st had been ringed, the* 

JJi h T V ,l K “' bang r, * h **- h h “ being confirmed 

that Taleb replied when arrested Fair cop Guv.) 

one thing must be obvious, is that Abu Taleb was either 
one of the most incompetent and inept operators to hall 
trom the middle-east, or he was set-up a> the fall guy 
by other concerned parties. Once again one has to ask 

Ilo/T “ a ‘ ,ht> during an Intense 

political climate between Palestine und Israel, to discredit 
the Palestinian political organisations. 

concludr ,a ,hat " *«« “ highly complex and 
meticulous set-up and who would have the use of the state 
machinery to create such a sham, and which state so des¬ 
pises the Palestinian cause* it would go to such lengths 
to blow up a civilian airliner merely to discredit another 
country. The list could be endless, perhaps not. One thing 
is pretty certain, and that Is Abu Taleb is highly unlikely 
ever to be tried for the bombing of Pun Am flight 103, 
as some things are probably best kept In the dark. Well 
at least for some. As we said before it is up to the reader 
to draw their own conclusions. 

" ■ SUSPECTS' —— 




"I* has not yet been confirmed that Taleb replied 
■Treated TTS A FAIR COP GUV ■ ^ 





A BAND AID FOR A 
JUGULAR WOUND 


•JIi 


A| tod Action predicted at I 
the lima of the lest great § 
(amine la Ethiopia In IMS, the f 
agony of the Ethiopian people I 
la about to be repeated. ■ 
Despite the unprecedented ■ 
Kale of the charitable an- ■ 
deavours of Live Aid and 
associated organisations la H 
raising £5B8m for famine ■ 
relief, the people whom it H 
kept alive then face starvatloa H 
no «. Between 500.000 and lH 
million people died la ttoV 
1985 (amine: relief agencies ■ 
estimate that up to 4m are ■ 
tbreateaerf this time. Could ■ 
there be a more coavlnclag ■ 
demonstration of the fact that ■ 
charitable work alone, ao M 
matter what Its scale. Il » I 
answer to the problems ■ 
created by the unequal dla- E 
trlbution of resources between r 
societies? 

It has been argued that It is ■ 
the repreuive and Irresponsible ■ 
nature of the ethloplan gov- ■ 
ernmeat that Is to blame. Yet ■ 
the cycle of famine extends ■ 
beyond the current military H 
government of the Dergue. la B 

1172-73 200,000 died of ■ 

starvation In northern Ethiopia j 
under the crackpot Emperor € 
Halle Selaule, a longtime - 
■friend* of the West. Since ■ 
then drought years have 
followed each other with far 
greater severity. So It Isn't 
the particular regime that is 
to blame. - 

Could It be that the (amine Is * 
the result of a natural process. J 
several years of drought, for " 
which no-oae Is to blame? Is « 
It the case that a famine '' 
happens la the manner of 
other natural disasters, “ 

earthquakes, floods and bolts P 
from the blue? Disregarding 
the fact that aid agencies " 
have been predicting the ® 
current famine from at least j 

August 1MB. It Is clear that if i 
Red Action could quite clearly I 
predict the recurrence of \ 

famine several years ago, I 

other people could too. Given | 
the enormous resources of | 
technology In relation to the i 
production of food, such that 1 
several times the present 
population of the world could 
be fed, and that relatively 
low-grade food and water 
projects could prevent the 
recurrence of famine In 
Ethiopia (and other countries 
where mass starvation Is a 
permanent threat), the attitude 
that regards mass starvation as 
a natural procesa, like birds 
falling from the trees during a 
hard winter, Is as Ignorant as 
It Is callous. 

The answer must be that 
(amine on this Kale Is a 
political phenomenon. As REST, 
one of the leading relief 
agencies has said, "The US 
used food as an extension of 
their foreign policy In 1985 In 
an attempt to show up the 
russlans". That is, the food aid 
given then was a cynical 
propaganda effort. There was 
not and could not be within 
the capitalist system, any 
attempt made to eradicate the | 
causes of famine which are a 
direct consequence of 
enormous Imbalances In the 
global distribution of wealth. 
At the core of capitalism is 
the demand for exploitation - 
that those who are In 
possession and . control of 
productive resources are able 
to compel those who are not 
to exchange the few resources 
they do have - often nothing 
more than their labour - on 


i MYTH of the 


eighties — 

unequal terms. The poor of the 
Third World now owe the rich 
of the First World 1,300 
bUUoe dollars - together with 
the Interest of course. When 
this is taken Into account, the 
Third World pays the First 
World 152 billion a year. That 
is 152 billion aftar all new 
lending has been subtracted 
from the account! The poorest 
actually subsidise the wealth¬ 
iest. The name given to this 
process Is *maklng a profit*. 
Even though there now exists 
more food In the storehouses 
of the West than would be re¬ 
quired to feed all of those 
currently starving In Ethiopia, 
and farmers in the US have 
for years past been p aid by 
their government to destroy 
food, only a token amount, for 
propaganda or political 
purposes, will be handed over 
as "charity". The reason for 
this is simple - people starving 
In Ethiopia don't have any 
money. If they can't pay. the 
businesses and governments of 
the West would rather see 
them starve. And since there 
la no profit to be made In 
supplying the materials to 
make such people self- 
sufficient In food production, 
and food producera In the West 
would suffer a loss In profits 
if they were, they won't do 
that either. The media conn¬ 
ives In this situation since 
(arm projects Bre regarded as 
i Insufficiently sensational to 
, qualify as "news* while 
! people on the edge of death 
i from starvation on the other 
( hand, are "perfect" television, 
i The situation Is exactly the 
i same as If the people In your 
I home town were dying in the 
I streets of starvation and the 
s manager of Tesco's said that 
s rather than damage the firm s 
I profits, he would let food rot 
b on the shelves before giving It 
s to people who couldn't pay. 
f Just as the problem is political 
e in nature, so the solution has 
i. to be a political one. There 
* will always be famine In the 
" world while the basis of pro- 
i* auction Is for profit tether 
»f than need - and no amount of 
le Bob Geldofs. hypocritical 
It "charity*, or even the don- 
is a tions of compassionate ind- 
i| ivlduals will ever change the 
»" fact. 


•We read with some Interest your article attacking Hands 
Off Ireland.. The Road to Hell... In the latest Issue of 
Red Action (Issue 33 undated), rim let as state that we 
are pleased that you have taken the space In your paper 
to pr es ent your criticisms of HOL and In particular the 
Involvement of The Leninist In that campaign. Having said 
that are consider your article to be atoohstely wretched , 
a tlrled lacklustre hypocritical whine from beginning to 
end. We will deal with Just aome of your distortions of 
detail." 

The above Is the Introduction to an eight page rebuttal 
of some of the criticisms RA made In relation to Its brief 
Involvement In HOI. 

The most recent announcement from Hands Off Ireland/ 
Leninist Is that they Intend holding a march somwhere 
in London, place and time as yet unspecified to celebrate 
the ( aster Rising In Dublin 1913. Normally RA would res¬ 
pond briskly to an invitation to attend, as we have, we 
believe, a commendable record In support, physically and 
financially, similar initiatives from a host of disparate 
organisations and committees through the middle and late 
eighties. 

Having said that at the time of going to print we will 
almost certainly mu be supporting this particular effort. 

We will of course not be alon? In this, as other rival org¬ 
anisations to HOI. such as the Troops Out Movement, Lab¬ 
our Committee on Ireland, Irish Freedom Movement etc., 
will In all probability rubbish it or In practise, Ignore It. 

Such a response can be predicted because of the latent 
sectarianism apparently Inherent In the make up of organ¬ 
isations on the left In Britain. To avoid a similar accusation 
being laid at our own door we will make some effort here 
to explain our current position. 

In edition 53 of RA under an article entitled "The Road 
to Hell", we made a number of points In relation to our 
Involvement in the Leninist initiative HOL, which included 
some severe but justified political criticisms of their basic 
approach and attitude to solidarity work on Ireland. There 
Is little doubt that u genuine solidarity movement Is des¬ 
perately needed but HOI. promises as predicted to mimic 
some of the worst "three men and a dog efforts* of Its 
less than Illustrious predecessors. The responsibility for 
this latest stillbirth clearly lies with the Leninist, whose 
behaviour from beginning to end has been short-sighted, 
self-serving and plain dishonest, eventually forcing both 
the Irish Republican Socialist Party and Red Action to 
withdrew. -- 





It Is time that the committment of volunteers such as the 
one pictured above. Is matched by a committment by the 
left In Britain to at last set about building a genuine solida¬ 
rity movement. 

The response of the Leninist was predictably shrill, launch 
ing as they imagined scathing, though not always political, 
attacks le ("When we performed 'Twenty Years' for the 
first time, members of Red Action felt very threatened 
by It, not its politics but the mere fact of theatre. They 
I got embarrassed and childishly giggled. (Workers Theatre 
Movement interview, Leninist '82)1, on both Red Action 
and the I.R.S.P. 

However In so doing they revealed both a degree of arr¬ 
ogance and Innocence which we In our criticisms hat' tr 
to that point only hinted at. 

The central criticism of both the IRSP and RA was that 
the Leninist set up HOI. as a front for their own group, 
a sort of poor man's Irish Freedom Movement, which Is 
first and foremost a forum for building the organisation 
of Its sponsoi the Revolutionary Communist Party. 

The relative success of the IFM Is something Individuals 
in the Leninist regard with a mouth watering envy, and 
so with scant regard for either imagination or political 
principle, they intend to adopt similar tactics, hoping In 
vain for u similar return. 

Rather than concentrate for the moment on what they 
say about R.A. lets examine instead what they say In their 
own defence with provides a far greater insight Into their 
theory and practice. In refuting an accusation from the 
IRSP that their behaviour was both 'cynical' and 'arrogant' 
and that decisions taken at the first HOI. conference 
especially the setting up of a 7 member national committee 
containing four members of the Leninist - a blatant Inbuilt 
majority, was completely unacceptable. 


ON THE ROAD TO NOWHERE —— 

They answer In reply (Lenlnlat 82): The Leninist ton never 
excluded any organisation from HOL The campaign H open 

to all who acc ept It's P****^" Y “ UmoxT! 

Irish Solidarity Movement (Just like the TUC Trade Unions, 
Worker. Council.) mu* be Jed by °om-«dK*v J* 

mean. The Leninist, but In no *«7 

this leadership I. bureaucratically Imposed.* (of course not, 
who would ever suggest such a thing) 

The glarlngU obvious problem with that particular argument 
Is simply this, if Individuals Involved In the IRSP 
Red Action were so convinced that The Leninist had all 
the answers, then It is problablc that we would actually 
not be members of either Red Action or ihe IRSP, liut 
would instead transfer our membership and allegiance to 
the Leninist. Even If we had accepted that their role was 
that of born leaders, the very least we might have expected 
of them was for them to try and at least convince us 
of the natural superiority of their strategy by discussing 
with us exactly what HOI. planned to do, or rather what 
the Leninist planned to do with Hands Off Ireland. 

Not a bit of It, as they are fond of describing themselves 
as the 'general staff of the working clamP. our allotted 
role in the scheme of things was pre determined, presum 
ably we might be allowed to rise through the r anks on 
merit, but Ideally never above the rank of non-commissioned 
officers. In the meantime It had been quite impertinent 
of oiks and ruffians like us , and presumably the IRSP 
to rise above our station. 

Once the honeymoon period was over the future scenario 
seemed pretty clear WITH RED ACTION INCRFASNCL> 
PLAYING THF ROLF OF BALDRICK TO THE LENINISTS 

BLACK ADDER. ^ 

(Such pronouncements lend considerable weight to the suv 
picion, that far from providing all of the answers, they 
have somehow failed to address even the most basic quest 

ions.) . . . 

Having provided one example of arrogance, now in the 
interest of balance, u sample of their touching limnocewe. 
or complete cynicism if you prefer. In answer to ihe 
accusation that HOI. Is already "dead In the water . with 
The Leninist as the founder und sole remaining participate 
from the nine or so groups that had shown at least vane 
initial Interest, they replied, "Though we will continue 
to attempt to draw In other organisations on the left, we 
see no problem In continuing HOL even If we were the 
sole organisation Involved.* 

If this hud always been the case, why then extend invit¬ 
ations to all other groups, to form an alliance under one 
banner in pursuit of a common goal le a genuine Irish Sol¬ 
idarity Movement, as The Leninist did in October 1988. 
The single and only motivation for taking such a step, 
is never done of politeness, or as an example of political 
good manners, and never ever done from a position of 
strength, but always In the recognition of the basic inad¬ 
equacies and weaknesses of your own particular group. 
Pui simply, on your own you are not up to It. So In the 
Intervening 9 months having finally allenuted the remaining 
two organisations, one with a creditable and consistent 
Involvement In Irish work, the other the IRSP whose mil 
It ary wing, the Irish National Liberation Army Is currently 
engaged in a war of liberation, is there any trace of doubt 
or even a hint of self-criticism on the part of the Leninist? 
Absolutely not, on the contrary, from their point of view 
the prospects of success have never looked better, re 
Iscent of the adoring parent anouncmg to the other sped 
ators as the Boy Scounts filed past "Oh look. Everybody, 
out of step but my Johnny." What in effect was the end 
of HOI was regarded by them as little more than a minor 

While we hope we have outlined at least a couple of the 
basic reasons why further involvement in HOI was unten 
able, we have not explained why we intend to wlthold 
our support from the march at Faster, surely such un 
occasion Is a good thing in itself, regardless of the motives 
of the organizers, and in any cose It can do no harm. 
On the last point we would beg to differ. 

The very last thing the nationalist people in the North 
ol Ireland, or indeed ihe British working class, need is 
yet another party front presenting Itself as the vital but 
missing ingredient, with u new improved magic formula 
or "yet another cunning plan" that will, at a stroke, *>lve 
all the previously Intractable problem* associated with the 
manv and various initiatives. Time to Go. being the latest 
apparent casualty that has plagued all solidarity work In 
Britain over the last 20 years. 

HOI. have announced that they intend to march like the 
IFM In August up the Holloway Road. In successive years 
the T.O.M. Bloody Sunday Commemorative March has either 
gone from or to Ktlburn. The selection of the route is 
Itself an udmisslon that HOL like the IFM or TOM Intends 
to conform rather than confront reality. Lacking the re¬ 
sources, human or financial to do different Is not In itself 
a crime, but where all Involved are undeniably culpable, 
Is not only that after 20 years of war, and almost 3000 
dead, they still don't have the equipment necessary to 
make any impact, but that their organisations are neither 
equipped or even designed to make any difference. AND 
NOTHING WILL EVER CHANGE OVER HWF OR OVER 
THERE, WHILE THE SPONSORS OF TH^ORGANISAT 
IONS. CYNICALLY REGARD ANY ACTIVITY ON IRE¬ 
LAND. NOT AS A MEANS TO AN END, BUT AS A SELF- 
SERVING END IN ITSELF. 
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An attempt bat been made 
vitbln tbe page* of Red Action 
to drive a wedge between the 
political tbeorlea of Mari 
blmaelf, and their later 
development by. in particular, 
Lenin. Tbla need* to be 

anawered on two levela: first, 
by examining Lenin'a own 
revolutionary theory; and 
second, on the level of 

revolutionary practice !.e. 
primarily by reference to the 

Implication! of theory for the 
eventi of 1117 and the 
bolahevlk aeiiure of power. 

Tbe first point concern* to the 
nature and role of a 

revolutionary party. It wa* 
plainly Mari'* life-long opinion 
that at leaat one of the 
factor* demanding the 
formation of a working-claaa 
party waa the need to develop 
the clarity of revolutionary 
Ideology In the proletariat 
which would otherwise remain 
at tbe level of trade union or 
reformist coniclouaneaa. In 
the Manlfeato he taya that thl* 
require* the participation of an 
allentated fraction of bourgeol* 
ideologlit* (auch a* Mari 
hlmaalf). Thl* view 1* at tbe 
heart of Lenin'a own 


conception of the party a* a 
"vanguard*. Both Mari and 
Lenin held that the proletariat 
wa* tbe aole clan capable of 
overthrowing the rule of the 
bourgeoisie. Given the greater 
political maturity of the 
contemporary working claaa 
(corresponding to the devel¬ 
opment of capitalism) the idea 
that the "self-emancipation of 
the working claaa" require* the 
participation or leadership of 
bourgeois elements Is a 
conception that all members of 
Red Action would want to] 
reject. 

Secondly, the quotation from 
Lenin cited In the article the 
"Dictatorship of the 
Proletariat" in RA edition no. 
53, concerning the mode of 
"dictatorship” does not prove 
what the writer asaerta, that 
Lenin understood by the term 
a "dictatorship of the 

minority". Here, Lenin only 
eicludei the petty bourgeoisie 
from participation; the workers 
In the dictatorship of the 
proletariat remain a majority 
(for they are more numerous 
than all sections of the 
|bourgoiste), but not an 
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majority of a 
kind that would make 
dictatorship of any kind 
uaaeceaaary. In the actual 
conditions of 1117 Lenin relied 
upon a coalition of the 
Industrial proletariat and the 
lower strata of the peasantry. 

In his moat thorough 
contribution, In The Stats aad 
Revolution, Lenin writes: 

"the repression of a minority 
of eiploiters by a majority of 
former wage slave* la 
relatively iimp)e......and 

coir.ides with the extension of 
democracy to *uch 
overwhelming majority of the 
population that the need for a 
special machinery of repression 
begins to vanish." 

Lenin's analysis of the role of 
the state follows that of Man 
himself very closely 
throughout. In the immediate 
aftermath of the revolution, 
bis position remained clear: 
"Comrade Workers! Remember 
that you now administer the 
state. Nobody will help you If 
[you do not unite and take all 
the affairs of the state Into 
your own hands.” 

Bolahevlk practice faithfully 
followed the bolshevik theory 
[articulated by Lenin. In the 
elections to the Constituent 
Assembly Immediately follow¬ 
ing the October revolution, the 
Bolsheviks gained a majority of 
all votes cast in the major 
Industrial areas, !.e. a majority 
of Jim proletariat at It then 
existed in Russia. Tbe 
Bolsheviks weighted votes 
heavily in favour of the 
proletariat as against the 
peasants (and so against the 
principles of formal democracy 
and In favour of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat), 
and entirely disenfranchised 
the most powerful sections of 
the bourgeoisie. 

Later, in 1921, Lenin admitted 
that he had assumed that, "the 
[immediate transition to the 
[building of socialism" was an 
immediate reality, but that 
ents had proved him wrong. 
Much could also be said 
concerning his excessive and 
dlsasterous reliance on 
bureaucratic formulas and 
machinery in response to the 


condition* of the class struggle 
In Russia in the post civil war 
period. Yet la 1117, what had 
been the - alternative to the 
revolutionary seisure of power 
by tbe Bolsheviks? Is It being 
proposed that the menshevlk 
analysis of the revolutionary 
possibilities prior to 1117 was 
the correct one and that tome 
form of bourgeois democracy 
should have been worked for 
and accepted by revolutionary 
elements? Lenin hlmaalf 
considered that: 

"the position Is clear. Either a 
Kornilov dictatorship (i.e. a 
right-wing military dictator¬ 
ship] or a dlcatorship of the 
proletariat and the poorest 
strata of the peasantry". 

It may even be that In parts 
of eastern Europe today, the 
choice eventually resolves 
itself into a similar 
alternative. The Mensheviks 
argued for a democratic 
regime based on elections on 
the principles of formal 
democracy to a repreaentatlve 
legislature of the western 
type. Yet the collapse of tbe 
representative Institutions 
established by the first, 
February revolution, and the 
disintegration of the 
Constituent Assembly in 191B, 
indicates that Lenin was right, 
and that a third path, given 
the backwardness of Russian 
society, was not a possibility. 
Looking at the matter in the 
most direct way possible it 
must be asked: what other 
choices were open to an 
organisation representing the 
revotstiooary proletariat in 
1117?? If the party that Lenin 
led, with at the very least, a 
superb sense of tactics, is to 
be condemned as anti-socialist 
or anti-working class, then the 
inescapable conclusion is that 
the revolution of 1917 was a 
mistake, and that RA, when 
funds permit the purchase of a 
time machine, will throw Its 
weight behind some opposing 
faction. The Mensheviks apart, 
the only alternative would 
have been an anarcho- 
syndicalist one. But in Lenin's 
own words written in 1917: 

The difference between 


GIANTS 


revolutionary Marxists and 
anarchists lies not only in the 
fact that that the rormor 
stand tor huge, centralised 
communist production (un¬ 
doubtedly Mari's own position) 
while the lattor are for 
decentralised, small-scale 
production. No, the difference 
as to government authority and 
the state consists in this, that 
we stand for the revolutionary 
utilisation of revolutionary 
forms of tbe state in our 
struggle for socialism, while 
tbe anarchists are against it" 
The choice therefore, is 
between a Marxist position and 
an anarcho-syndicalist one. 
Finally, the article ends by 
alleging that Lenin did not 
foresee the situation in Russia 
aa a result of the civil war 
period, and the failure of the 
several revolutionary move¬ 
ments In Europe. As a result 
of these factors, a "counter¬ 
revolution came from inside 
the ruling party, which was 
not itself overthrown, but 
which overthrew the workers' 
state,". This obviously assumes 
that as a direct result of the 
bolshevik revolution of 1917, 
and therefore of the theory 
and tactics of Lenin himself, 
there was a workers' state to 
overthrow. The conclusion Is 
inescapable: A revolutionary 
party adhering to the 
principles of leninism 
aecceeded in establishing a 
workers' state. Moreover: "The 
principles of revolutionary 
socialism were first distorted 
under the strain of the 
protracted emergency. Then 
the distortions themselves 
became the principles". It ia 
aurely precisely this process of 
the distortion of 

leninlst/bolahevik principles 
that needs to be analysed, 
without making the assumption 
that leninism itself la a 
distortion of marxism. 

F GORDON 


The conclusion must therefore 
be that an unqualified 

rejection of leninlst theory and 
practice cannot be juatifhKl In 
terms of Mari's own theories: 
that to equate Leain's 
contribution to revolutionary 
politics with that of Stalls (or 
of Trotsky) 1* an over- 
simpllfication; and finally , tha t 
socialists can profit by critical 
examination of the legacy of 
both Man and Lenin. This does 
not mean that the creation of 
a lenlnist-type party la 
desirable In contemporary 

european conditions. No such 
party could hope to relate to 
the mass of the working class. 
Nonetheless it has to be 
recognised that Lenin did 
succeed in creating an 
organisation that ia tbe 
specific coeditions of tserist 
Russia both upheld the 

principles of Marxism and 

achieved power with a mast 
following amongst the working 
class. No party on the britlsh 
left has yet managed to solve 
the problem of how to 
combine Marxist principles 

with a mats following. 
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MARX V LENIN 


In attempting to make a 
further neat equation between 
the political theory ol Karl 
Marx and V.LLenln, G.Honey- 
combe makes no lew than 
three elementary errors all 
In one paragraph. 

First, it Is simply inaccurate 
to claim that the Communist 
Manifesto see the moving 
over of a section of the 
bourgeolse us a (vital) re- 
quitement rather than just 
an inevitable development. 
Totally incorrect to even 
suggest that without "ideo¬ 
logists or intellectuals from 
(Hit side the class' the working 
class would remain only at 
thelevel of trade* union con¬ 
sciousness, and attribute 
this theory to Marx, when 
it was undeniably the ex¬ 
clusive property of Lenin, 
and hud absolutely nothing 
in common with the view 
of Marx or hngels on the 
subject of intellectuals. 


Three it was mistaken to 
allow such an elitist comment 
for If It were accepted that 
political Ideas were developed 
by Intellectuals independent 
of the economic struggle 
of the economic struggle, 
then the role of the working 
class would be a strictly 
subordinate one and the truly 
revolutionary class would 
not be the working class 
but alienated Intellectuals. 

On page 45 and 46 of the 
Communist Manifesto, which 
Is easily researched, it out¬ 
lines three reasons why and 
when educated elements of 


the ruling class would be 
forced over to Join the work¬ 
ing classes. Marx's concern 
was never how the working 
class movement 'gains' intel¬ 
lectuals, though this Is a 
common assumption, but 
how workers movements 
might be reinforced by pollt 
ically educated individuals 
breaking with their own class. 
The coming over of u small 
section of bourgeois intel¬ 
lectuals, Is seen only as oc¬ 
curring shortly before the 
revolutionary victory, ulmtist 
In fact when the victory 
of the working class hus 
been assured, a victory more¬ 
over without their guidance. 
Speciu) or extraordinary In¬ 
dividuals might be expected 
earlier, but even when they 
approached the workers move¬ 
ment they were regarded 
by Marx and tngels with 
mistrust and suspicion, und 
neither were inclined to 
exaggerate their virtues, 
they were novereless far 
from blind to the needs they 
could fill. One important 
overall feature of the attit¬ 
ude taken by Marx was that 
It required "a fight on two 
fronts". On the one hund 
Marx recognised that there 
was a positive if limited 
role for them, without falling 
into the opposite traps, of 
Inviting them without scrutiny 
of rejecting them without 
just cause. 


On the second major point 
we return aguln to the con¬ 
troversy surrounding the 


phrase "the dictatorship of 
the proletariat". following 
the article that appared in 
edition S3 of this paper und 
followed up in No.54. Me 
points out quite rightly that 
one quote does not prove 
that what Lenin understood 
by the term "a minority" 
dictatorship, and concludes 
that in uny case the Bol¬ 
sheviks hud no alternative 
and so any further analysis 
should only concentrate on 
the distortions of Bolshevik 
Ideology by Stalin, rather 
than the deformities of 
Marx's revolutionary socialism 
implemented by the Bol¬ 
sheviks themselves. 

Surely only If the allegations 
can be easily justified nr 
refuted, which they cannot 
then further deeper invest 
igatlon of this critical period 
and the respective roles 
played by Trotsky, Lenin 
Bhuknrin etc.. Is critical. 
It Is neither needed nor 
intended to be an Idle 
academic exercise In Leninist 
demonology, but a vital task. 
If the theorltlcal basis for 

the structure of a new re¬ 
volutionary party, the relat 
lonship bin ween the leader¬ 
ship and the rank and file 
und the organisation and 

the class, is even to be 
attempted. 

To do otherwise und just 

repeat StullnN crimes parrot 
fushlon, us the Trotskyitcs 
have done for sixty years, 
like a marathon exorcism, 
has achieved nothing, and 

Instead has contributed to 
the almost total alienation 
of the working class, with 


the- far left marginalised 
to the point of being almost 
extinct. 


In the first place it obviously 
needs to be repeated to be 
remembered that it was not 
in fact Lenin os myth has 
it, that Introduced in to 
the programme of Russlun 
Social Democratic Party 
In 1902. but a character 
called Plekenhov, then seen 
OS the leading light, a former 
Narodnik und of course future 
Menshevik theoretician. The 
proposal wa* presented in 
this form to the conference 
"An essential condition for 
the social revolution ia the 
dictatorship of the prole 
lariat, le the conquest by 
the proletariat of such pollt 
leal power, as will enable 
it to quell all opposition 
by the exploiters". The prog 1 
rum formulated the Idea 
in term* that hud now be¬ 
come standard; the supp¬ 
ression of oMjnter-revolution 
(in contrast to Marx's de¬ 
finition, te working class 
rule, or the operation of 
rhe workers state as a whole) 
during the following debate 
on 'dictatorship* v 'demo¬ 
cracy' a future Menshevik 
addressed the 'fundamental 
question' "Should our future 
policy be governed by certain 
basic democratic principles, 
admitted to have absolute 
value, or are all democratic 
principles to be governed 
exclusively by what is profit¬ 
able for oqr party. I defln 









vital com promises the object¬ 
ive criteria for a correct 
undemanding of Mara's 
teachings, and the correct 
practical conclusions following 
therefrom, G.V.Ptekhanov 
limited himself to the state¬ 
ment that It was all set 


of that goal (revolution) from 
the point of view of our 
party's Interests". Translated 

Into everybody's language 
this Is a crude form of the 
'end determines the means' 
ignoring the consideration 
that the mesns determine 
what the end will be. 
Plekenhov rose, and spoke 
in support of the speech 
and wen further, "The prin¬ 
ciple Mould be applied to 


% The same point of view 
should be adopted by ua on 
the question of the duration 
of parliaments. If on the 
impulse of revolutionary 
enthusiasm the people were 
to elect a very good parl¬ 
iament...we should try and 
make It a long parliament, 
and If elections turned out 
to be unfavourable, we should 
try and dismiss It, not In 
two years time but If possible 
In two weeks." 


la "bis" (Ptekhanov's) works." 

In other words when "we" 
seize power democratic rights 
(freedom) would be withdrawn 
from opponents, and a dlctat- I 
orial regime would be imposed 
with the dictatorship In the 
hands of the victorious party, 
or just its leadership. 

There Is no mystery about 
where he got this notion, 
the conception of a dictator¬ 
ship had long been the un¬ 
questioned orthodoxy rf Blan- 
quist and Bakunist (’he father 
of anarchism incidentally) 
who had long provided most 
of the training of Russian 
revolutionaries. 

He did not get It from Marx 
old term, the relationship 
was the other way round, 
this was the standard con¬ 
ception, which he then Im¬ 
posed on Marx's term, when 
he heard It. Engels response, 
Voden records was contemp¬ 
tuous, he thought that Plek- 






rAKKUi r/saniON 
DONE FOR 60 YEARS 
ACHIEVE NOTHING.' 




Significantly It was this 
passage Lenin was to quote 
a decade and a half later, 
when suspending the const¬ 
ituent assembly In 1916. 

How would Marx and Engels 
have reacted to the injection 
of a special antl-democratlc 
content into a phrase, which 
when used in future, would 
be totally alien intent and 
meaning from the original 
concept, and the very opposite 
to the way in which It was 
ever employed by themselves. 

In 1918 a young Russian 
social democratic emigre 
visited Engels. Plekhanov 
the leader and theorltlclan 
of the relatively new Russian 
marxlst group had given him 
a letter of recommendation. 
Over 30 years later A.M. 
Voden wrote up his memoirs 
including his talk with Engels. 
Voden writes, "During their 
discussions Engels asked how 
Plekhanov himself stood on 
the question of 'the dictator¬ 
ship of the proletariat', 
I was farced to admit that 
G.V.Ptekhanov had repeatedly 
expressed his conviction to 
me that when "we” come 
to power of course "we" 
would allow freedom to no 
one but "ourselves". However 
In reapo nae to my question 
who exactly should be taken 
to be the monopolists of 
freedom, Plekhanov answered: 
the waiting clean, headed 
. by comrades who correctly 
understand Marx's teachings 
and who draw the correct 
conclusions from these teach¬ 
ings. And in r ea ponae on 


.■anovs perspective would 
either wreck the movement, 
either by u split or by turning 
Russian social democracy 
Into a sect, which amounted 
to the same thing. 

As G.Honeycombe himself 
states "Bolshevik practice 
faithfully followed the Bol¬ 
shevik theory as articulated 
by Lenin". But one vital 
area the major influence 
was not by Marx as the Bol¬ 
sheviks themselves all be¬ 
lieved, but by a certain 
G.V.PIekhanov. 

First ominous related incident 
to record after the Revolution 
In 1917 was the expulsion 
from the Bolshevik Party 
of its trade union leader 
A.Lozovsky. According to 
Lenin's draft resolution in 
January 1918 he had to be 
expelled for holding opinions. 
"He expressed opinions which 
radically diverge from those 
of the Party and of the 
revolutionary proletariat In 
general, but coincide on all 
major points with the petty 
bourgeois negation of the 

dictatorship of the prole¬ 
tariat". His crime* He refused 
as head of the trade unions 
lo go along with the central 
committees perspeclve of 

integrating the trade unions 
into the state machinery. 

In November 7 of the same 
year Lenin spoke to an anniv¬ 
ersary rally of the Cheka 
staff who dealt with Internal 
state secturlty and told them 

•The Important thing for 

us it that Cheka is directly 
exercising the dictatorship 
of the proletariat". Preaum 


ably the rest of the Bolshevik 
Party to the workers Mate 
was exercising It only In¬ 
directly. Merx's ctoaa meaning 
of the term, was now almost 
totally buried under the police 
•apect. 

Whan the revolution was 
hang ing on to life againat 
the fourteen invading armies 
of the ImperiallM Interven¬ 
tion, all of whose leadership 
claimed only to be defending 
democracy, (nothing changes*) 
against dictatorship, any 
atuck; by the left outside 
Russia at such a time was 
regr.rdeo as outright trea¬ 
chery, Its Bolshevik defenders 
were more concerned with 
current vindication than 
Marxist theory. 

In countering an attack from 
the German reformist Karl 
Kautsky at to whey we need 
a dictatorship when we have 
a majority, Lenin retorted 
"If we argue to a liberal 
way, we must say: the major¬ 
ity decides the ailnorlty sub¬ 
mits. Nothing need be said 
about the class character 
of the Mate la geueral—A 
majority to a majority ami 
a minority to a minority. 
This to exactly how Kautsky 
argues." Following this line 
of argument on the same 
vein V.LLenln leapt rather | 
than stepped over the abyss ; 
2...The ancient Mate was 
essentially a dictatorship 1 
of the stove owners. Did 
|the dictatorship abolish demo^ 
cracy among and for the 
slave owners? Everybody 
knows it did not." 

This was the model for a 
class dictatorship which at 
the same time a class demo¬ 
cracy, a democracy for the 
ruling class only; but this 
model concerned a case where 
tM^ruling class was a minor¬ 
ity of the people. Ruling 
In the Interests ol a minority. 
By adopting this as his model 
for the dictatorship of the 
proletariat Lenin "forgot" 
that Marx and all other 
Marxists had always Insisted 
that this was precisely the 
respect In which a workers 
state was basically different 
from all previous ruling 


Once again It was another 
revolutionary socialist Rosa 
Luxembourg the staunchest 
defender of the Bolsheviks 
against their reformist critics 
(K.Kautsky etc! In the rest 
of Europe on whom she laid 
total responsibility for the 
isolation of the Russian 
workers state. "If the rule 
of the Bolsheviks Is a di¬ 
storted expression of the 
dictatorship of the prole¬ 
tariat... that to only because 
it to a product of the be- 
haviur of the German Prole¬ 
tariat itself, in Itself a dis¬ 
torted expression of the class 
struggle*. However It was 
also Rosa who pounced on 
some of the fundamental 
(theoretical) errors involved 
in Lenlns rationale for the 
dictatorship that was actually 
being erected, for one thing 
this rationale, was Kautskys 
right wing social democrats 
theory turned inside out. 

"The basic error of the Lenin 
Trotsky theory Is that they 
too, Just like Kautsky oppos e 
dictatorship to democracy, 
'dictatorship or democracy' 
is the way the question to 
put by Bolsheviks and Kautsky 
alike. The latter naturally 
decides In favour of a demo¬ 
cracy that to a bourgeois 
democracy, precisely because 
It opposes It to the alter¬ 
native of the socialist revol¬ 
ution, Lenin and Trotsky 
on the other hand decide 
In favour of dictatorship 
In contra-distinction to demo¬ 
cracy and thereby in favour 
of tbe dictatorship of a hand 
ful of persona, that la to 
favour of a dictatorship on 
the bourgeois modeL They 
are two opposite poles, both 
alike being far removed from 
a genuine socialist policy. 
The proletariat should and 
must undertake soctallM 
measures In the most ener¬ 
getic unyielding and unhesl- 
tant fashion, In other words 
exercise a dictatorship but 
a dictatorship of the claaa 
not of a party or a clique 



THE BOLSHEVIK REVOLUTION OF 1917, GREATEST SER¬ 
VICE, WAS THAT IN RUSSIA THE PROBLEM WAS POSED 
BUT IT COULD NOT BE SOLVED IN RUSSIA. 


- dictatorship of a claw 
that means in the broadest 
public fora, oa the basis 
of themost active unlimited 
participation of the mass 
of the people, of unlimited 
democracy." 


Having never expanded on 
the phrase themselves there 
finally Is a definition that 
Marx and Engels might have 
been in total agreement with. 
As was said earlier, Lenin 
was not the chief culprit, 
others such as Trotsky 
Kamenev, Zinoviev, Bukharin 
In the Bolshevik leadership 
went much further, were 
lets cautions more brazen 
and In attempting to Justify 
in Marx expedient measures 
while waiting to be relieved 
by the expected European 

revolution. They took the 

theoretical lead in gutting 
socialism of Its organic en- 
rootment in the mass of 
the people. When Stalin took 

another lead, the lead in 
organizing the aocial and 

economic counter revolution 
in claas power, the legal 

base In theory had already 
been laid. 

This discovery Is not intended 
to be a quick theoretical 

fix for Red Action or indeed 
a belated vindication for 

our existence, nor should 
It be regarded as a sort 

of cure all for the massive 
crisis in confidence afflicting 
the far left In Britain or 


Bolsheviks as charlatans, 
which they were ot, but 
to point out that It should 
not be regarded as heresy 
or high treason to suggest 
that they were not omni¬ 
potent either. 

The 'Bolshevik* revolution 
of 1917 greatest service 
was that In Russia the problem 
was posed. But it could not 
be solved in Russia. Tactical 
and theoretical mistakes 
were made, the real duty 
of contemporary socialists. 
Is not to spend time finding 
or indeed Inventing excuses 
for the actions of the leader¬ 
ship, but instead do as they 
would have done, take lessons 
and draw conclusions and 
so benefit from the massive 
sacrifices made by working 
people In the name of social 
revolution. 

The one real, advantage re¬ 
volutionaries always have 
over left wing reformers 
or right wing convervatives. 
Is that they have to lie, 
we do not. It Is vital to 
recognise that truth end 
reality are our greatest 
allies. To plan a strategy 
based theory or build a 
movement on anything less 
than the objective truth is 
to consciously choose to 
embrace eventuallyelther 

failure or defeat. 

The far left In Britain who 
as regard respect for the 
truth, consistently set low 
standards for themselves 
and then often fall to live 
up to them, display a similar 



In response group* like the 
Socialist Workers Party, offer 
as an inducement various 
political get rich quick 
schemes, which only require 
nimble footwork, for jumping 
on and off passing band¬ 
wagons, or slogans like the 
Revolutionary Communist 
Party's rallying cry 'Preparing 
for Power'. When translated 
Into reality is capable of 
leaving even the strongest 
revolutionary party "Burled 
under the well deserved 
laughter of the (enemy 
world”. Throughout their 
political life one Idea is 
central, m there are the 
leaders and there are the 
led. Students already en¬ 
couraged by society to believe 
that 'they are among the 
chosen' and motivated by 
a political Ideology that con¬ 
vinces them that a similar 
relationship exists between 
the revolutionary party ant 
the working class naturally 
consider themselves ideally 
suited (or the dominant role. 
This does them a disservice, 
but more importantly has 
caused almost Irreperable 
damage to the concept of 
a revolutionary organisation 
ol and for the working 

people. We need vision not 
hallucinations for all 'Lenin- 
Ist-type' party's and through¬ 
out their campaigns and in 
their propaganda, either im¬ 
plicitly or explicitly Is the 
notion that they regard 

the working class as the 
vehicle by which the revwlut 
lonary party (themselves) 
takes power, rather than 

see the relationship as It 
should be seen, with the 
roles reversed. Here the 
revolutionary organisation 
offers itself as the facility 
for the broadbase of the* 
working class to take power. 
As a consequence all future 
policy would then be governed 
by one basic democratic 
principle admitted to have 
absolute value. All future 
policy would then be governed 
exclusively bywhat Is profit¬ 
able to the long term in¬ 
terests of the working class 
and the speediest possible 
achievement of the ultimate 
goal, social revolution, rather 
that at present be in conflict 
with or dominated by the 
short term Interests of the 
party. 

Red Action definitely declares 
for the former and inequi- 
vocally rejects the totter. 


the socialist movement Inter¬ 


nationally it is still a small 
corner of a big subject. 

The purpose Is not to drive 
a artificial wedge between 
Marx and Lenin as has been 
suggested, it must be obvious 
for all to see, or at least 
to those that want to see. 
That on this subject at least, 
a gaping chasm already exists 
nor Is an attempt to present 
Trotsky Lenin etc and the 


| disregard lor reality. f 

The students they attract| 
In large and disposable < 
quantities are impatient, I 
not necessarily out of vulgar 
careerism, but because many 
life alternatives are pulling 
at them. A strategy of a 
long invstment and plugging 
away and waiting like workers 
who plug away and with most 
of their live* holds no att¬ 
raction for them. 


G O'HALLORAN 

RED ACTION ARTICLES 

All signed articles are 
that persona own view, 
and may not necessarily 
raflect Red Action 
decided policy. 



















THE GUARDIANSOF THE FLAME 


The significance of the rel¬ 
ease of Natooa M aaia l a, 
the worlds stoat famous pris¬ 
oner of war, cannot be un¬ 
derestimated. By uncondit¬ 
ionally pardoning this comm- 
unist/terrorist they have 
torasd white South African 
perceptions completely on 
Its heed. It represents a 
genuine step forward. It 
Is In fact Irreversible as 
there can be no going beck. 
However history has recorded 
similar U-turns, by other 
regimes. It has all happened 
before, so It is neiter a case 
for real euphoria or surprise, 
instead for Mack people once 
the celebrations have sub¬ 
sided, the watch-word must 
be caution. 

hse reason being that despite 
the ridiculous attempts to 
present De Clerk as "a men 
of integrity”, a facilitator 
enabling history to take its 
course, perhaps pursuing a 
personal vision of justice 
by right wing analysts, the 
simple truth 1s that econom¬ 
ically It was a caae of bend 
or break, either bend now 
or break later. The Initiative 
was not one of magnaminity 
but determined purely by 
self Interest, It does not 
represent a change of heart 
on behalf of the ruling class 
merely ■ change of tactics. 
The lessons of Rhodesia, 
where the regime moved 
too slow, too late, and were 
eventually over run, have 
been well learnt, the ruling 
class In South Africa do 
not Intend making the same 
mistake. 

Despite Thatchers Insistence 
that ”minor gesture sanctions" 
had made little Impact, and 
should now he lifted, (If 
they made no impact why 
are they so Important?! the 
picture from inside South 
Africa Is not surprisingly 
different. The most authorit¬ 
ative internal study on the 
Impact of economic sanctions 
by the Trust Bank In October 
1989 admitted "that the full 
effect* of sanctions and dis¬ 
investment will begin to 
be felt only during 1989 
and that real living standards 
will drop by I2%". The S.A. 
Broadcasting Corporation 
radio service declared that 
sanctions can no longer be 
brushed aside as irrelevant 
or easily surmountable sanct¬ 
ions have had an influence 
and a serious Influence on 
our economy". President De 
Clerk himself declared that 
"without contact and coop¬ 
eration with the rest of the 
world, we cannot promote 
the well being and security 
of our citizens". 

Obviously in reference to 
citizens he meant only whites 
but for man) In working 
and lower middle classes, a 
drop In living standards pre¬ 
viously unheard of Indicated 
that something was going 
badly wrong. It hit them 
In the pocket but also hit 
their confidence In the system 
of aparthied that up to now 
had guaranteed their privil¬ 
eges. They demanded action. 
The choice was straightfor¬ 
ward. Either to reverse re¬ 
forms, increase repression. 
Introduce the "The Argentin¬ 
ian factor" the whnlescale 
use of death-squids etc, 
a policy advooated by the 
right; or discover a formula 
to end repression aparthied 
and sanctions, their status 
as a pariah state • and still 
maintain power. 

Eventually events outside 
of S.Africa resolved their 
dllema by making the dec¬ 
ision for them. 

Internationally, apart from 
sponsoring two guerrilla 
armies In Mozambique and 
Angola, they wt fighting 
SWAPO In Narnia. This 
along with Internal security 
meant a huge drain on the 
economy. Isolated and without 
international Investment. 

On top of that the previous 
air of invincibility surrounding 
the South African war mach¬ 
ine was destroyed In one 
decisive encounter inside 


Angola during 1988. The 
battle Itself was Insignificant 
militarily, except that the 
South Africans were forced 
to retreat, leaving their 
dead behind, their defences 
destroyed by the superior 
air power of the Cubans. 
The outdated machines emp¬ 
loyed by their S.A. Air Force 
were no match for the more 
expensive and soph lit leant :x, 
aircraft supplied to the Ang¬ 
olans by Cuba. 

Two things became dear 
at once. One: the South Afr¬ 
icans were overestendad 
and clearly running out of 
money, two: perhap* even 
more significant, was the 
dramatic Impact on the con¬ 
sciousness of all In the Sout¬ 
hern Hemisphere, simply 
by the sight of a Whiteman's 
army being chased by black 
soldiers. For the first tlaie 
blacks realised that not only 
had they moral right on their 
side, but discovered overnight 
that military might was now 
on their side as well. "Might 
is right": an explosive comb¬ 
ination in any circumstances. 
Cuban commanders were 
of the opinion that the South 
Africans were there for the 
taking and that they could 
go all the way. 

For Pretoria It was painfully 
obvious that a military sol¬ 
ution was no longer an op¬ 
tion, for them anyway, nor 
indeed was It an experience 
they could afford politically 
to have repeated. Hence 
the hastily arranged negotiat¬ 
ions over Angola and Namibia 
without, and the course set 
for the unbanlng of the ANC 
within. 

Western expectations that 
the release of Nelson Mandela 
etc would mean In return 
the end of the armed struggle 
or the lifting of sanctions 
were always unrealistic. This 
'concession' was the necessary 
precondition for talk* to 
begin, decency would not 
allow a 'democratic' govern¬ 
ment to do business with 
a terrorist organisation or 
Its terrorist leader. So at 
the stroke of a pen yester¬ 
days bogeyman becomes 
tomorrows sophisticated 

diplomat. 

What have and are regarded 
as barriers to 'progress' the 
ANC's continued support 
for the armed struggle, and 
sanctions on the other hand 
the states detention of 3000 
POW's and the refusal to 
lift the state of emergency 
are in fact bargaining chips 
to be traded off against 
each other. In the process 
preparing their own and each 
others constituency for the 
inevitable compromise and 
disappointments, before ad¬ 
vancing to what most comm¬ 
entators , liberal and con¬ 
servative alike, consider the 
"most contentious" of all 
the ANC' demands "for one 
man. one vote". 

"Before South Africa’s S 
million whites even consider 
giving 26 million blacks an 
equal vote, they will also 
demand assurances about 
the future of South Africa's 
economy"(Newsweek|. The 
acceptance of formal demo¬ 
cracy one man, one vote. 
Is almost a side issue, It 
is unlikely that Mandela or 
the ANC would or could 
accept anything less than 
majority rule, the fundam¬ 
ental concern Is the re-dlst- 
ribution of wealth after the 
inevitable demise of the 
system of Aparthied now 
no longer In tandem with 
the capitalist system It was 
designed to protect. 

The ANC'S Freedom Charter 
states that it will nationalise 
the mines, banks and the 
'commanding heights of the 
economy'. Mandela himself 


socialism" would be necessary 
jo meet the needs and aspir¬ 
ations of the Mack majority. 
Socialist Worker meanwhile 
expresses the worry that 
"in the past leaders of racist 
black resistance to racist 
rule In Africa have soem 
years In prison or leading 
struggles, only to agree deals 
which fell far short of what 
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uniat Party to. the Anar¬ 
chists in 1935. In order to 
keep the bosses In the coal¬ 
ition, the workers organisation 
had to agree to foreswear 
the most urgent demands 
of the Spanish peasants and 
workers, the breaking up 
and division of the huge ran¬ 
ches and workers control of 
Industry. However the workers 
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Tilt. 


while denying that he was 
a communist admitted that 
he was influenced by the 
ideas of Karl Marx, but then 
of course so was Gandhi, 
Mandela says he always bel¬ 
ieved that "some sort of 


many of their supporters 
were fighting for." Jomo 
Kenyatta in Kenya, Kenneth 
Kaunda in Zambia and Robert 
Mugabe and Joshua Nkomo 
in Zimbabwe, all followed 
this path. 

Certainly this Is true, but 
betrayal of national liberation 
movements Is not restricted 
to the African continent 
However in the case of the 
ANC they could fulfil iH 
oi their programme, the 
complete Freedom Charter, 
a humble enough document 
in its ambitions, and still 
bitterly disappoint their sup¬ 
porters without even the 
whiff of actual betrayal. 
The ANC's commitment 
Is to dismantle aparthied, 
not capitalism, they are a 
nationalist movement whose 
stated aspiration is for black 
partulpution within the sys¬ 
tem, not workers emancip¬ 
ation or Its demolition. 

Sinn Fein's An Phoblachtl 
congratulaged Mandela on 
not choosing to tone down 
his politics on the armed 
struggle in repayment for 
his release "Mandela's auth¬ 
ority is so great at the 
moment that the ANC would 
probably leel bound to obey 
him, if he took the road 
to compromise.". 

This may or may not be 
the case at present, but 
certainly after overseeing 
the collapse of aparthied 
with his authority enhanced 
and practically Invulnerable 
to pressure from Inside or 
outside the ANC , the role 
of 'moderate statesman' may 
be the one assigned to him 
after all. This time not bet¬ 
ween black and white, but 
between labour and capital. 
One thing is clear that when 
compromises are made. It 
will be done at the expense 
of the working class. 

There are no doubt many 
historical analogies that offer 
useful comparisons, though 
perhaps the experiences of 
Spain and Ireland offer the 
most Invuluable lessons. In 
Spain in 1936, Fascism was 
presented as the ultimate 
evil and had to be defeated 
at all costs. Only a coalition 
of all classes could achieve 
this "only after victory shall 
we be allowed to defend 
the political and social prob¬ 
lems of the various group* 
composing the Popular Front." 
This was the central strategy 
from the Stalinist led Comm- 


organisations, badly miscal¬ 
culated the boss class dec¬ 
lared almost unamimously 
for the fascist Franco, leaving 
only figureheads in the Pop¬ 
ular Front government of 
the Republic. Confused and 
demoralised by the inept 
and contradictory strategy 
of their leaders the demo¬ 
cratically elected government 
crashed to defeat In h bloody 
counter-revolution. With the 
benefit of 20/20 hindsight 
the Inadequacies of the tactic 
are apparent. During the 
civil wur fascist soldiers 
and militiamen were entren¬ 
ched near each other, in 
a lull In the fighting, they 
shouted arguments back and 
forth. 


"You are the sons 
of peasants and workers." 
shouts a militiaman "You 
should be here with us fight 
ing for the Republic where 
there is democracy and free¬ 
dom." The retort was prompt, 
"What did the Republic give 
you to eat? What had it 
door for us that we should 
fight for It?" 

Similarly during the wur 
of independence In Ireland 
In 1918, the workers were 
told "National liberation 
comes first. Labour must 
wait". When smallholder* 
and landless seized large 
estates, mostly owned by 
absentee unionist landlords, 
and divided them up among 
the workers, in many cases 
the IRA forced them to hand 
them back. It is highly sign¬ 
ificant that in many ureas 
where the IRA acted as such 
a counter-revolutionary force, 
the people were least active 
In the struggle for national 
liberation. In contrast where 
the IRA collaborated with 
the people in the confiscation 
and division of land, they 
were behind the national 
liberation to a man. The 
same lessons applied In Spain 
where the province of Ara¬ 
gon was the living embod¬ 
iment of victorious struggle 
against Fascism, there the 
anti-fascist militias of the 
C.N.T.-P.O.U.M. did not 
just champion the abstract 
concept of democracy but 
Instead marched as an army 
of social liberation. Every 
village wrested from the 
fascists was transformed 
into a fortress of revolution. 
The militias turned over 


sll the large estates end 
equipment. Property titles 
mortgage* etc, went Into 
bonfires, village committees 
elected etc. When the militia* 
advanced It was with the 
security that every village 
behind would now fight to 
the death for the land that 
was now theirs. The message 
Is clear, people do not fight 
I for abstract concepts, such 
as 'freedom', 'democracy' 
lor 'national liberation' with¬ 
out clear evidence, or at 

least the immediate prospect 
of, tangible material benefit 
for themselves, what applies 
in Ireland and Spain yesterday 
Is directly applicable In 
S.Africa today. As In Spain 
where 'democracy' had first 
to be defended at ull costs, 

| today In South Africa 'Apart- 
Ihled' has to be defeated 

at all costs, It Is a conven¬ 
ient scapegoat, an odious 
[distraction that exploits 
racial division, but in itself 
a sympton rather than a 
'cause, a useful camouflage 
i that disguise* the fact that 
wqpttallsm is the real source 
^and main beneficiary of the 

brutality, injustice. Inequality 
for which 'Aparthied' is all¬ 

owed to carry the exclusive 
blame. 

I Certainly Aparthied must 
be dismantled, but the organ¬ 
ised workers must not hesit¬ 
ate to issue their own dem¬ 
ands, even while this is being 
done. One obvious demand 
is for parity In pay and con¬ 
ditions with white workers 
for the same work. They 
will be told, that they must 
valt, that It Is premature, 
thBt they are being selfish. 
They will 'provoke a white 
backlash' etc, In this way 
will they learn the reality 
behind the slogans. They 
must protect their interests 
jealously, any attempted 
Interference with gains al¬ 
ready made must br slapped 
down without inhibition. By 
nature magnamtnious they 
must learn to be selfish, 

for in reality as time will 
show, It is the people of 
no property (rather than 
the leaders of the ANC) 
who will prove the real 
guardians of freedoms flame. 
When any alliance of which 
they are a part begins to 
serve any class interest 
separate to their own, they 
must immediately declare 
their independence, mobilize 
their own support, under 

their own leadership and 

march under their own banner 
Already surrounded by 
enemies on all sides, from 


f the black countrr-revohitlow- 
ary Inkatha to the openly 
fascist white A.W.B. and 

regardless any ceasefire be¬ 
tween the armed wing of 
the ANC and the state, If 
they already have weapons 
they should keep them. It 
would Indeed be prudent 

to acquire more. 

This analysis Is not an ex¬ 
ample of ultra-leftie rhetoric, 
or an adherence to dogmatic 
Marxism, but an indispensable 
lesson from the civil war 
In Spain and the war of Ind¬ 
ependence In Ireland. And 

It is this, that national liber¬ 
ation cannot be divorced 

from social emancipation 
and to create an artificial 
division between the two 
risks the very grave danger 
of achieving niether one 

nor the other. 

As early as 1899 James 
Connolly, republican and 
international socialist, saw 
what would happen to a 
national struggle that »as 
separate from the social 
struggle. In a bitter article 
entitled 'Let us Free Ireland' 
he wrote, "Let us free Ire¬ 
land says the patriot who 
won't touch socialism, let 
us all join together and 
CRUSH the BRUTAL 

Saxon. Let us all join to¬ 
gether says be, all classes 
and creeds. And say the 
town workers, after we havr 
crushed the Saxon and freed 
Ireland, what will we do** 
Oh then you can go bark 
to your slums, same as before 
Whoop It up for Liberty? 

And say the agricultural 
workers, after we have freed 
Ireland what then? Oh then 
you can go scraping around 
for the landlords rent or 
the moneylenders Interest, 
same as before. Whoop It 
up for liberty? 

After Ireland Is free, says 
the patriot who won't touch 
socialism, we will protect 
all classes and If you won't 
pay your rent you will be 
evicted same as now. But 
the evicting party under 

command of the sheriff, 

will wear green uniforms 
and the Harp without the 
Crown. And the warrant 

turning you out on the road¬ 
side will be stamped with 
the arms of the Irish Republic 
Now isn't that worth fighting 
for?" 



